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ABSTRACT ~~

The purpose of this report is to bring together , for research and information
purposes, the summary statistics of the admission scores of the candidates and• cadets—-Class of 1979. The distributions of scores are shown for six (6) cate-
gories of candidates, including decliners and minority group members; and five •

(5) categories of admitted cadets, including black cadets, other minorities,
- graduates of the US Military Academy Preparatory School, and recognised ath-

letes. Bivariate frequency breakouts (CEER and ACF.ER versus PAr) are also shown
for the same categories of candidates and cadets.
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INTRODU CTION

Since many candidates for the Class of 1979 had both College Board Scores and American
College Teat Scores (CEER and ACEER), each candidate was evalueted for admission using
the higher score. However , roost candidates have only the CEER or the ACEER.

Tables IA through 12A show the scores for the various catagor~es of candidates and cadets• who were evaluated for admission using CEER.

• • Tables 18 through 128 show similar  scores for those who were evaluated using ACEER. For
• 

• example, Table 4A shows the scores of the 1039 cadets who were admitted using CEER , and
Table 48 shows the scores of the 394 cadets who were admitted using ACEE R . The sum of

• - these two gives the total of the admitted class: 1433. I f  a candidate took both the
- • College Board tests and the American College Testing Assessment Program te8ts, both

• scores are included in Table 1C.

Tables l3A through 23A give frequency breakouts on CEER and PAr scores for candidates to
thi Class of 1979 who were evaluated for admission using CEER . Tables 13B through 2313

• give similar breakouts on ACEER ~nd PAl: scores for c’andidates to the Class of 1979 who
were evaluated for admission using ACFER . Percentages on each table represent the per-
cent of the total to be found in each of the nine  cells. - •

All data were obtained from the Pie-cadet Master File.

The following abbreviations apply to th is  report:

ACEER S A weighted composite score of three ACT tests and a standardized Hi gh
School Ran k score.

• 

( ACT-EN: American College Test, English.

ACT-MA: American College Test, Mathematics.

ACT-NA: American College Test, Natural Science.

CEERt A weighted composite score of two College Entrance Examination Board 
• J

tests and a standardized High School Rank score.

HSR: High School Rank , a score derived by converting the actual high schooi
rank to a standard score.

LPS: Leadership Potential Score.

PAr: Physical Aptitude Examination.

SAT—M i Scholastic Aptitude Test-Mathematics.

SAT-V t Scholastic Aptitude Test-Verbal.

WMS : Whole Man Score, a weighted composite score of the CEER (or ACI’ER), LI’S
an d PAr .
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TABLE lA —

ALL CANDIDATES ‘ I t )  THE CLASS OF 1979 )
(Evaluated Using CEER)

Total N — 5396

Frequency Distribution

CEER LPS PAE WMS5 SAT-~’ SAT-It HSR

200—249 5 0 32 0 11 2 110
250—299 31 7 47 0 61 16 132
300—349 101 69 135 13 166 68 218
350—399 285 144 221 122 395 153 518
400—449 616 457 383 428 755 315 (‘84
450—499 893 813 717 1014 908 536 794
500—549 1152 1111 790 1498 968 848 1071
550—599 1026 950 173 1454 770 918 716
600—649 727 1146 479 639 545 913 468
650—699 395 503 192 155 272 656 374 • .•

700—749 140 124 50 5 88 389 147
750—BOO 25 4 28 0 7 131 164

N 5396 5328 3747 5328 4946 4945 5396 • ~- •

Mean 531.57 548.12 512.71 533 .52 504.22 569.78 498.90 •

• Std Dev 91.67 85.96 97.26 64.63 96.01 98.73 120.73

TABLE 18 (• ) -•
ALL CANDIDATES TO THE CLASS OF 1979

• (Evaluated Using ACT)
Tota l N  2055

Frequency Distribution a

ACEER LPS PAE WMS HSR ACT-EN ACT-MA ACT-NA

- 
200—249 7 1 25 0 33 1—3 2 5 0
250—299 21 5 27 5 29 4—6 3 8 0
300—349 44 20 54 15 60 7—9 24 21 7
350—399 100 61 98 53 165 10-12 80
400—449 203 180 167 158 244 13—15 134 40 45

• 450—499 301 289 322 366 294 16—18 348 137 95
• 500—549 455 375 321 499 429 19-21 629 152 159

550—599 436 360 280 610 332 22—24 567 234 274
600—649 315 382 212 265 185 25—27 203 561 394
650—699 130 269 68 51 164 28-30 54 558 534
700—749 37 78 26 3 75 31—3~ 11 200 482
750—800 0 5 13 0 45 34—36 0 117 ç~~

N 2049 2025 1613 2025 2055 2055 2055 2055

Mean 531.05 555.49 508.36 534.67 511.81 .~0.31 25.80 26.79

Std Dev 90.79 91.36 101.22 68.31 113.83 4.21 5.53 4.91’

*Whole Man Score divided by 10. (This applies to all tables in this report.)

~Nwnber with CEER score is greater than those with CEER Components, as many of the
candidates with IISR and Preliminary SAT scores were given an estimated CEER.

2
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TABLE IC
• “ ALL CANDIDATES TO THE CLASS OF 1979

• OBTA ININ G INDI CATED SCORES
• Tota l N ~~’ 745l

• CEER LI’S PAr WMS SAT-V SAT-M HSR ACEIR

200—249 5 1 57 0 14 2 143 8
250—299 35 12 74 5 72 19 161 37
300—349 125 89 189 28 213 75 278 83

• 350— 399 353 205 319 175 498 184 683 It’S
400—449 747 637 550 586 950 380 9.’H 326
450—499 1148 1102 1039 1380 11.~3 674 1088 459

- 500—549 1487 1486 1111 1997 1147 1036 P.09 ‘3t’
550—599 1312 1310 953 2064 900 1124 1048 609
600—649 923 1528 691 904 596 1086 tO.3 439
650-699 468 772 260 206 286 758 538 184
700—749 151 .‘02 76 8 422 222 59 -•

750—800 25 9 41 0 7 137 209 1

N 6779** 7353 5360 7353 5898 5897 745 1 29~’7

Mean 530.90 550.10 511.40 533.80 499.40 Sut’.9t) 592.40 “25 .64

I Std 0ev 89.70 87.50 98.40 65.60 94.70 97 .09 118.’0  93 .23

ACT-EN ACT-MA ACT-NA

1— 3 2 7 1

4—6 7 10 0

I 7—9 42 36 12

• 10—12 129 46

245 165

• 19—21 940 272 277 •

22—24 833 352 410

• 25—27 310 836 557

28—30 89 812 758

31—33 15 288 739

• 34—36 0 146 110

• N 3142 3142 3133
• 

. Mean 20.17 25.31

Std Dew 4.29 5.68 5.23

• 4 .

~Xnc1udes both CEER and ACT scores if candidates took both.

• •Numb.r with CEER score is greater than those with (‘LEN Components as many ~f the
candidates with HSR and Preliminary SAT scores were given an estimated CEER .
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TABLE 2A

FI LLY E XAMINED CANDIDATES
(Evaluated Using (‘FEE)

Total N —  2444

Frequency Distribution

CEER LI’S PAr WMS SAT-V SAT-N

200-249 0 0 10 0 1 0 17
250—299 0 1 16 0 4 0 25
300-349 2 1 56 0 17 3 46
350—399 20 41 99 5 85 13 151
400—449 101 138 218 27 238 49 242
450—499 261 271 490 114 398 118 332
500—549 516 441 505 594 565 322 515
550—599 657 528 493 1013 498 479 371
600—649 491 549 351 492 369 610 295
650—699 264 356 143 125 195 460 243 -•
700—749 111 96 44 4 67 298 85
750—800 2 1 1 19 0 6 91 122

N 2444 2434 2444 2434 2443 2443 2444

Mean 57 1.02 572.46 526.33 568.85 538.19 611.00 535.16

Std 0ev 75.08 91.16 90.50 50.04 84.74 79.54 114.01

u 
a

TABLE 213

FU LLY EXAM INED CANDIDATES
(Evaluated Using ACT)

Total N — 1002

Frequency Distr ibut ion

ACEER LI’S PAE WMS HSR ACT-EN ACT-t’tA ACT-NA

200-249 0 0 8 0 4 1-3 0 0 0
250-299 0 0 7 0 7 4—6 1 0 0
300—349 2 8 21 0 4 7-9 0 0 1
350—399 10 19 41 3 39 10—12 9 1 1
400—449 31 45 87 12 72 13—15 25 5 5
450—499 81 116 208 80 125 16—18 129 18 12

- 500—549 236 159 219 210 228 19—21 319 31 48
550—599 299 198 191 443 199 22—24 340 67 106
600—649 224 207 147 204 121 2 5 — 2 7  133 289 185
650—699 90 186 50 40 115 28—30 38 370 301
700—749 29 53 15 2 56 31—33 8 138 308

• 750—800 0 3 8 0 32 34—36 0 83 35

N 1002 994 1002 994 1002 1002 1002 1002

Mean 571. 71 578.95 522.89 569.15 551.28 21.65 28.06 28. 2o

Std 0ev 67.26 86.45 91.06 49.99 101.76 3.46 3.79 3.97 ; )
‘- 1
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• TABLE 3k

FULLY EXAM INE D AND MED I CALLY QUALI FIED CANDI DATES
( Evaluated Using CEER)

Total N — 1236

• Frequency Distribution

CEER LI’S PAr WMS SAT-V SAT-M HSR 
-
~ 

-

200-249  0 0 6 0 1 0 17
250—299 0 1 12 0 4 0 22
300—349 2 10 44 0 15 3 43
350—399 18 36 84 5 77 19 132
400—449 91 116 189 24 2 14 41 129

~~ 450—499 237 242 442 152 361 10k) 306
500—549 471 393 464 522 519 298 461
550-599 596 494 466 932 460 42t ’ 335
600—649 453 501 335 468 343 559 272
650—699 145 340 135 121 ) 7 4  426 125

L 700—749 104 94 43 4 61 282 77
750—799 19 1 16 0 81 117

N 22 36 2 2 28 22 36 22 2 8 22 35 .‘.“35

Mean 574.71 574.85 530.11 570.37 538.67 ‘11.$3 535 .71

Std 0ev 75.14 80.65 88.21 50 .17 84.48 79.34 114.82

TABLE 38 -
‘

FULLY E XAM INE D AND MEDICALLY QUALIFIED CANDIDATES -
•

• (Evaluated Using ACT)
• Total N — 907

Frequency Distribution I
•.1

ACEER LI’S PAr WMS HSR ACT-EN ACT-MA ACT -NA 4
200—249 0 0 3 0 2 1-3 9 0 0
250—299 0 0 6 0 7 4—6 1 0 0
300—349 2 6 17 0 4 7—9 0 9 1
350—399 9 17 37 2 32 10—12 7 1 1
400—449 26 37 77 11 66 13—15 23 5 4
450—499 74 99 186 66 117 16-18 112 14 10
500—549 210 141 197 178 204 19—21 1~ 7 30 46
550—599 266 177 176 412 182 22—14 313 55 95 -4
600—649 211 193 137 191 107 2 5 — 2 7  113 256 1(’8
650-699 81 177 49 38 104 28—30 35 340 269
700—749 28 50 15 2 51 31—33 6 127 81
750—800 0 3 7 0 31 34—36 0 79 32

N 907 900 907 900 907 907 907 ~O7

Mean 572.83 582.42 526.40 571.19 552.21 21.65 28.14 28. 5

Std 0ev 67.41 85.43 88.65 49.22 101.31 3.40 3.81 3.96

g
5
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TABLE 4k

ADMITTED CLASS OF 1919
(Evaluat d Using CEER)

Tht~ l N — 1039

Frequency Distribu tion

(‘FEE LI’S PAr WMS SAT-V SAT-K HSR

200-249 0 0 C 0 0 0 5
250-199 0 0 0 9 0 0 5
300—349 0 0 0 0 2 0 14
350-390 0 8 9 26 0 51
400—449 15 13 53 0 79 2 103
450—499 82 t’l 192 8 155 16 123
500—54’) I’~1 157 23 2 145 238 125 2 12
550—599 302 148 245 52 2 231 188 163 •

600—649 243 281 191 297 179 275 121
650—699 137 205 84 64 86 228 136
7 00— 49 58 55 3 2 41 161 44
750—800 11 1 10 0 2 44 62

N 1039 1038 1038 1038 1039 1039 1039

Mean 590.9 597 .30 553.2 0 588 .50 549.87 62 8 . 69  549.86

Std Dew 6S.5.~ 30. 12 74 . 5 7  38. 3~ 81.11 69.62 112.59

()
TABLE 48

ADMITTEI) CLASS OF 1979
(Evaluated Using ACT )

Tot a l N —  394

Frequency Distribu tion

ACEER LI’S PAF WMS HER ACT-EN ACT-HA ACT -NA

350—399 0 2 2 0 6 10-12 0 0 0
• 400—449 0 3 24 0 20 13—15 6 0 1

450—499 22 21 76 1 38 16 18 41 0 4
500—549 83 41 69 31 91 19—21 121 0 21
550—599 116 71 83 215 80 22 — 24 148 27 39
600—649 112 107 79 120 59 25—27 50 108 60
650—699 45 108 26 25 49 28-30 ‘3 151 123
700—749 16 36 9 2 34 31—33 5 63 131
750-800 0 5 5 0 16 34— 36 0 45 15

N 394 394 393 394 394 394 394 394

Mean 589.77 618.34 550.84 594.43 574.77 22.18 28.92 28.57

Std 0ev 58.00 70.43 76.42 35.03 94.60 3.29 3.17 3.85

6 _
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TABLE 5k
( DECLINERS

• (Evaluated Usinq CEER)
Total N — 384

Frequency 1’i~~tribu tion

LI’S PAr WMS SAT-V SAT-N HER

200 -249  0 0 0 0 0 0 1
2 5 0— 2 9 9  0 0 0 0 0 0 1
300-349 0 0 0 0 0 0 2
350-399 0 1 0 0 5 1 10
490—449 3 8 22 0 20 0 19 •

450—499 19 31 “ 3 t’4 3 32
42 04 32 85 37 61 - 

- • •

550— ’.’)9 85 84 83 148 79 55 70 • 
- 

- • .

t?00 649 109 91 73 141 70 90 69
6 50—t 9’) 80 ‘~3 30 57 48 99 52
7 0 0 — 7 4 9  ~~~‘ 9 3 U 71 21

5 0 2 0 2 28

N 384 384 378 384 384 384 384

Mean ‘12. 3t’ 605.02 551.24 604.04 558.54 64 3 . 4 4  589.14 -s

Std Dcv t ’0 .3 $  74.11 74 . 78 4 2 . 44 79. 72 70 .89 110.19

TABLE SB

DECLINERS
(Evalua ted Us ing ACT)

Total N - 190

Frequency Distribution

ACEER LI’S PAr WMS HSR ACT-EN ACT-MA ACT-NA -;

• 200—249 0 0 0 0 0 1-3 0 0 0
250- 199 0 0 0 0 0 4-6 0 0 0
300—349 0 1 1 0 2 7—9 0 0 0
350—399 0 1 1 0 2 10—12 0 0 0
400—449 1 1 11 0 10 13—15 0 0 0

• 450—499 9 9 31 0 22 16—18 10 0 3
500—549 26 17 48 15 25 19—21 65 2 5
550—599 62 49 40 96 41 2 2-24  76 7 15
600—649 61 47 33 67 28 2 5 — 2 7  33 43 32
650—699 23 44 13 12 39 28—30 6 83 68
700—749 8 20 7 0 11 31—33 0 35 59
750—800 0 0 4 0 10 35—36 0 20 8

N 170 190 189 190 190 190 190 190

Mean 596. 75 610.36 554.07 596 . 59 5 8 3 . 5 3  2 2 . 4 9  29.21 18. 78
- - Std 0ev 56.55 71.17 82 .33  33.92 96.87 2 .62 3.07 3.61 

•• • • • •
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TABLE t.A

F~ LLY ~~‘A1 I I I ~ I’ I t T  NOT 1\I9’~I T’~•I 
~ ‘ %_•.

(Ev a lua ted  I s in g  CEE R)
Tot al N — 219

F requency t-i st iL’utxon

LI’S PAE WMS SAT-V ~AT - t ~ 8SR

0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 1

399_34~) 0 1 0 0 0 0 3
3 5 9_ 3 . 1~~ 0 0 0 1 0 9
499—449 1 21 1 9 1’ 1 37
450—499 11 2.1 78 4 2~ 5 50
590—549 ‘8 54 59 91 “) 54
5 5 9 — 5 9 9  120 52 4~’ 134 “ 1 53 37
6 0 L’ t’49 40 l~- 9 3 1

2 it ’ 0 0 9 35 7
70 0 _ 7 4 1  0 0 5 0 2 ~ -
‘59— 800 0 0 1 9 9 0 0

N 219 .‘19 .‘l.l .‘1’~ :1.1 .- ~~

Mean 558.22 544.41 5 2 t . S0 S59. l 5 3 . 90 t’~~~. 15 4.1~~~ . .

Std 0ev 36,93 74. ’-~”) 6(’ . 79 1~’. ’2 i 4 . 4 8  ~- t . t”~ 78. St

)
TABLE 613

F U L L Y  ~‘t - A L I F I F D  8DT NOT ADNITTFI)
(Evaluated Using ACT)

Total ~ — 87

Frequency Distribution

ACEFR LI’S PAE WMS HER ACT-EN ACT-MA ACT-NA

• 9 0— 2 4 9 0 0 0 0 1 1—3 9 9 9
2 50— 2 99  0 0 0 0 0 4—6 9 0 9
300—349 9 1 0 0 0 7—9 0 0 9

• 350—399 0 3 1 0 3 10— 12 0 0 0
400—449 0 6 4 0 6 13—15
450—499 1 16 32 0 18 16—18 11 9 1
500—549 25 17 25 3.’ 28 19—2 1 35 9 4
550—599 48 26 14 55 2 1 22—24 .‘5 3 8

- • 600—649 12 11 7 0 4 2 5 — 2 7  13 29 l~
650—699 1 7 4 0 4 18—3 0 1 49 25
700—749 0 0 0 0 2 31—33 1 13 .~S
750—800 0 0 0 0 0 34—36 0 2 2

N 8’ 87 87 87 87 87 8

Mean 565.31 541.47 519.31 553.56 519.10 21 .78 28.35 28.18

Std 0ev 34.53 77 .21 60.19 14.83 78. 14 .‘ .90 2. 44 3. 71

0

— I -~~~~~~ -~~
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(: TABLE 7A

MINORITY CANDIDATL S*
(Evaluated Using CEER)

Total ?~ — 514

Frequency Di stribution

CEER LI’S PAE WMS SAT-V SAT-N HER

200—249 1 0 2 0 3 1 12
250—299 14 0 1 0 21 5 21} 300—34 )  18 9 7 1 49 27 25 

-•

350—399 66 10- 20 32 72 36 51
400—449 75 42 36 68 92 61 64
450—499 107 79 72 114 82 74 78
500—549 104 95 83 140 61 89 117
550—599 71 93 67 112 52 73 52
600—649 29 109 51 33 23 56 41
650—699 .22 54 29 8 14 30 31
700—74 9 6 16 11 0 5 19 7
750—800 1 1 7 0 0 3 15

N 514 508 386 508 474 474 514

Mean 487.68 552.87 531.97 510.64 452.05 512.74 484.61

Std 0ev 95.07 86.89 9 7 . 4 5  67 .35 101.48 106.20 121.07 ~si~

‘ TABLE 7B

MINORITY CANDIDATES*
(Evaluated Using ACT )

Total N — 198

Frequency Dis t r ibut ion  -:

ACEER LI’S PAr WMS lISA ACT-EN ACT-MA ACT-NA

200—249 2 0 2 0 4 1—3 2 3 0
250—299 2 0 3 2 4 4—6 1 2 0
300—349 13 2 9 3 9 7—9 9 6 3
350— 399 31 7 7 15 23 10—12 20 6 2
400—449 26 16 12 31 27 13—15 27 16 21
45 0—499 29 37 23 45 24 16—18 42 25 22
500—549 42 34 24 45 34 19—21 57 20 25
550—599 26 34 39 37 32 22—24 30 29 37
600—649 16 35 24 17 2 1 2 5—27 7 50 30 •

5, 650—699 3 24 14 3 12 28—30 2 29 33
700—749 4 9 4 0 4 31—33 1 9 25
750—800 0 0 2 0 4 34— 36 0 3 0

N 194 198 163 198 198 198 198 198

Mean 481.20 553.06 528.47 501.98 496.11 17 .69 22 .21  23.23

Std 0ev 98.92 90.55 111.41 76.65 117.67 4.96 6.73 5.99

b lncludes those self-reported as Black , ?iinerican Indian , Mexican , Puerto Rican , Japanese
Am erican, or Chinese American.
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TABLE 8)1 
_ 

-

BLACK CADETS )
(Evaluated Using CEER )

Total N = 61

Frequency Distribution

CEER LI’S PAr WMS SAT-V SAT-M NSA

200-249 0 0 0 0 0 0 1
250—299 0 0 0 0 0 0 1
300—349 0 0 0 0 1 0 1
350—399 0 0 2 0 8 0 5
400—449 4 1 1 0 13 2 11
450—499 16 3 7 1 10 5 12
500—549 22 12 6 24 12 18 15
550—599 15 10 13 33 11 18 2

• 600-649 4 17 13 3 6 14 7
650-699 0 15 9 0 0 3 4
700—749 0 3 7 0 0 1 0
750—800 0 0 3 0 0 0 2

N 61 61 61 61 61 61 61

Mean 523.25 603.56 596.72 554.69 484.75 561.31 489.51

Std Dev 47.07 67.41 94.71 29.53 78.56 56.76 106.86

- )
_% .__ ~~ _

TABLE 813

BLACK CADET S
(Evaluated Using ACT )

TotalN=2 5

Frequency Distribution

ACEER LI’S PAr WMS 1-iSA ACT-EN ACT-MA ACT-NA

200—249 0 0 0 0 0 1—3 0 0 0
250—299 0 0 0 0 0 4-6 0 0 0
300—349 0 0 0 0 0 7—9 0 0 0
350—399 0 0 0 0 1 10—12 0 0 0
400—449 0 0 0 0 1 13—15 2 0 1
450—499 4 2 1 1 3 16—lB 4 0 2
500—549 13 4 3 6 9 19—21 12 0 2
550—599 6 5 5 14 3 22—24 6 10 6
600—649 2 4 7 3 5 25—27 1 9 8
650—699 0 8 6 1 1 28—30 0 4 5
700—749 0 2 2 0 2 31—33 0 2 1
750—800 0 0 1 0 0 34-36 0 0 0

N 25 25 25 25 25 25 25 25

Mean 536.56 611.64 620.00 567.43 548.80 20.08 25.84 24.52

Std 0ev 44.32 75.54 74.67 33.98 75.85 2.84 2.53 4.25

U i

10 L~.
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TABLE 9)1

— - MINORITY 0)11)1-TN OTHER THAN I41.At NS
(Evaluated Using CErN)

Total  N —

Frequency U i ~;t I but ion

CEER LPS WMS SAT-V 
!~~~~~~

0 0— 2 4 9  0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0

• 300— )4~1 0 0 0 0 1 0

~50—399 0 0 1 0 3 0 1
400-44’) 0 1 3 0 5 0
450—4 99 4 2 5 1 5 0 4
S99~ 549 5 4 6 3 4 7 6
550—599 10 4 6 15 4 4 4
(‘00—64” .2 1.’ 11 5 7 5 -‘

650-699 10 6 5 2 3 (‘ -S
700-”49 1 3 0 0 1 6 1
750-BOO 0 0 0 0 0 1 1

N 32 3.2 3~’ 42  31 31 4 .’

Mean ¶~)2.44 604.20 553.13 s”l.Ol “19.03 (-27 .74 ¶ ‘7t~.5t~
Std Dcv 74.68 ‘0.90 78.64 45.08 104.48 7’.15 97.54

TABLE 913

MINORITY CADETS OTHER THAN BLACKS
( (Evaluated t~~inq ACT)
1 T o t a l N — 1 4

Frequency D i st i l bu t i o n

ACEER LI’S PAT WMS 118K ACT-EN ACT-MA ACT-NA

• 200-249 0 0 0 0 0 1-) 0 0 0
250—299 0 0 0 0 1 4 — 6  0 0 0
300 — 449 0 0 0 0 0 —“ 0 0 0
350— 399 0 0 0 0 0 1 0— 1 2  0 0 0
400—449 0 0 1 0 1 13— 15 1 0
450—499 1 1 1 0 1 16—18 0 0
500—549 3 1 4 1 19—21 0 1
550—599 5 2 4 7 4 .2.2-24 3 0 0
600—649 4 5 1 4 4 15-27 0 7 .2
1~50—609 1 4 0 0 28 — 30 2 5 7
700—749 0 1 0 0 0 3 1 — 4 . 0 .‘ 4
750—800 0 0 1 0 0 34— 36 0 0 0

N 14 14 14 14 14 14 14 14

Mean ~74 . . ’1 ‘ 1~’. 57 5 434 . ’.7 583.06 550.70 21 .11 2R.1’~ 28.71

Std Dcv 5O..’7 67.t ’7 8 4 .57  4j ~~1’ 98.10 4 . 1 2  .‘ .30 •‘. ‘7

11
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TABLE 10)1

US?4A1’S G RADUATES IN  TIlE CLASS 01 1’)7 ’)
(Evaluated Using CEFR)

Tota l N 206

Frequency Distribution

CFER LI’S PAT WMS SAT-V SAT-M LISR

200-249 0 0 0 0 0 0 1
250-299 0 0 0 0 0 0 3
300-349 0 0 0 0 1 0 10
350—399 0 0 0 0 7 0 24
400—449 11 4 2 0 17 .2 42
450—499 28 13 11 .2 30 4 36
500-549 58 40 37 (.1 50 30 49
550—599 59 58 56 108 45 40 24
600—649 37 58 47 1’) (‘8 11
650—699 10 .25 ( 1 5 16 .‘6 4
700—749 2 8 17 0 7 .‘0 1 5

750-800 1 0 5 0 0 8 1

N .2 06 10t~ 206 .‘0~ lOt ’ ~~~ .20 ’ -~~~~~

Mean 555 .0t~ 586.90 597 .14 5(0.81 544.18 (-15 .10 470.24

Std 0ev 64.45 (‘3.52 72.47 3t’.1 3 81. U 70 ..8 90. 71 - 5 ’

- I I )
TAB LE 1013

USMAPS~ GRADUATF~S IN ThE CLASS (‘U 19711
(Evaluated Using ACT)

Tota 1 N 5

Frequency Distribution

ACEER LI’S PAT WMS HSR ACT-EN ACT-MA ACT-NA

200—249 0 0 0 0 0 1-3 0 0 0
250-299 0 0 0 0 0 .1-6 0 0 0

300—349 0 0 0 0 0 7-9 0 0 0
350—399 0 0 0 0 0 10—1.’ 0 0 0
400—449 0 0 0 0 1 13-15 0 0 0
450 499 2 0 0 0 4 16 l8 1 0 0
500—549 3 1 1 1 0 19—21 3 0
550—599 0 0 2 4 0 21-24 0 1 1
600—649 0 1 1 0 0 25-27 1 2 .‘

650—699 0 3 1 0 0 28- 3 0  0 .2 1
700—749 0 0 0 0 0

N

Mean 512.60 635.00 588.00 556.86 451.00 20.80 t’.40 2~ .80

Std 0ev 27.47 61.30 50.20 27.37 17 .8” 2.68 1.82 4.15

•United States Military AcadeRy Preparatory S - i ool.

)

.2
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TABLE 11)1

RECOGNIZED ATHLETFS* IN TIlE CLASS OF 1979
(Evaluated Using CEER)

Total N - 276

Frequency Distribution

CEER LI’S PAT WMS SAT-V SAT-H lISA

200-249 0 0 0 0 0 0 2
250—299 0 0 0 0 0 0 4
300—349 0 0 0 0 0 0 8
350—399 0 0 2 0 14 0 22
400—449 13 0 7 0 42 1 36
450-499 44 1 25 6 64 7 46
500-549 80 20 46 58 65 62 59
550—599 77 64 61 131 47 66 42
600—649 37 85 78 67 34 67 21
650—699 18 79 39 14 9 45 22
700—749 6 26 11 0 1 24 7 -~ 

-

750—800 1 1 7 0 0 4 7

N 276 276 276 276 276 276 276

Mean 553.58 628.66 586 .30 579.38 511. 78 600.33 507 .97

Std 0ev 66.76 54.11 76.14 40.89 75.21 68.84 107.42 
—

-
~~

TABLE liB

RECOGNIZED ATHLFTES* IN THE CLASS OF 1979
(Evaluated Using ACT )

Total N — 104

Frequency Distribution

ACEER LI’S PAT WMS HER ACT-EN ACT-MA ACT-NA

200—249 0 0 0 0 0 1-3 0 0 0
250—299 0 0 0 0 1 4—6 0 0 0
300—349 0 0 0 0 0 7—9 0 0 0
350—399 0 0 1 0 3 10—12 0 0 0
400—449 0 1 3 0 9 13—1 5 3 0 1
450—499 12 2 7 0 14 16—18 21 0 3
500—549 37 9 15 14 21 19—21 40 0 10 4

I 550—599 26 10 31 54 24 22—24 33 13 12
600—649 23 28 26 29 11 25—27 5 39 19
650—699 3 35 12 5 10 28—30 1 35 36
700—749 3 15 6 2 8 31—33 1 10 22
750—800 0 4 3 0 3 34—36 0 7 1

N 104 104 104 104 104 104 104 104

Mean 565.35 642.31 587.50 590.65 554.71 20.65 27.77 27.15

Std 0ev 58.66 67.31 79.09 39.81 99.92 3.02 3 .22  4 .23

5cadets who were contacted by the Army Athletic Association at sos e tine during the
admissions process.

_  
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TABLE 12)1

ME AN S 01 AU’IISSION VARIABLI.S l~01.s THE ( 1 J~ -~ 5 O U 1’I ’~ ~‘ ._fr
,

(Ev aluated L’ s~ ny CEEM)

CEER LPS PAT WItS SAT-V SAT-M NSA

All Candidates
N • 5396 531.57 54 8.12 512.71 533. 52 504.22 569.78 498.90

Fu lly Exastined Candidates
N — 2444 “ 7 4 . 0 2  57_’.46 526 .33 568.85 538.19 ~l l . Ou 535 .16

Ful ly Exasined & Med.
Qualified Candidates
N — 2236 574. 71 574.85 530.11 570.37 538.t~/ 611.83 535. 71

Admitted Cadets - -‘

N — 1039 ~90 .0 7  597.30 553.20 588.50 549.~~7 t ’2t4 .t”) 54’).86

Decliners -:
N — 384 t - 1 2 . t6 605.02 551.24 604 .04 558.54 643.44 ¶,81) .14

Fully Qualified but -
~~~~~~~~

not Admitted
N — 219 558.12 544.41 523.58 550.61 537.’)0 603 .15 499.2:

Minority Candidates
N — 514 487.68 552.87 531.97 510.64 452.05 51.2.74 484.61

Black Cadets
N — 61 523.25 603.56 596.72 554 t” 484.75 561.31 489.51

Other Minori ty  Cadets
N — 32 592.34 604.28 551.13 ~~i.0l 519.03 627.74 576.56

USMAPS Graduates
N — 206 555.06 586 .90 597 .14 568.8.2 544.18 615.10 470.24

Recognized Athletes
N — 276 553.58 628.66 586.30 579.38 511.78 600.33 507.97

1 )
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( \ TABLE 1213

- .J MEANS OF A~~1ISSI0N VARIABLES FOR THE CLASS OF 1979
(Evaluated Using ACT )

- - ACEER LI’S PAT WMS HSR ACT-EN ACT-MA ACT-NA

All Candidates
N — 2055 531.05 555.49 508.36 534.67 511.81 20.31 25.80 26.79

Fully Examined
• candidates

N — 1002 571.71 578.95 522.89 569.15 551.28 21.65 28.06 28.2&’

Fully Examined & Mad.
Qualified Candidates
N — 907 572.83 582.42 526.40 571.19 552.21 21.65 28.14 28.25

Admitted Cadets
N 394 589.77 618.34 550.84 594.43 574.77 22.18 28.92 28.57

Decliners
N — 190 596.75 610.36 554.07 596.59 583.53 22.49 29.21 28.78

Ful ly  Qualif ied
but Not Admitted
N — 87 565.31 541.47 519.31 553.56 519.20 21.78 28.35 28.18

— Minority Candidates —

N — 198 481.20 553.06 528.47 501.98 496.11 17.69 22 .21  23 .23

Black Cadets
N — 25 536.56 611.64 620.00 567.43 548.80 20.08 25.84 24.52

Other Minority
Cadets
N — 14 574.21 615.57 - 538.57 583.06 550.70 21.21 28.29 28.71

USMAPS Graduates
N — 5 512.60 635.00 588.00 556.86 452.00 20.80 26.40 24.80

Recognized Athletes
N = 104 565.35 642.31 587.50 590.65 554.71 20.65 27.77 27.15

- - 
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TABLE 13)1

ALL CANDIDATES TO THE CLASS OF 1979 
~~~ J(Evaluated Using CEER)

- - CEE R1

A B C
575 520 200 Total

A
450 1058 (28.3%) 730 (19.5%) 1139 (30.4~) 2927

B
400 140 (3.7%) 90 (2.4%) 153 (4.1%) 383

C
200 158 (4.2%) 94 (2.5%) 183 (4.9%) 435

Total 1356 914 1475 3745 - - -I~~
PAT M1ss~ng 401 332 916

TABLE 138

ALL CANDIDATES TO THE CLASS OF 1979 -~~ -
- I (Evaluated Using ACEER) ( ‘)

ACEER

A B C
520 200 Total

A
450 443 (27.5%) 349 (21.7%) 446 (27.7%) 1238

B
400 59 (3.7%) 43 (2.7%) 65 (4.0%) 167

C
200 54 (3.4%) 52 (3.2%) 97 (6.0%) 203

Total 556 444 608 1608

PAT Missing 141 83 217

1CEER Zones: A 575—800
B 520-574
C 200-519

Zones, A 450— 800
B 400—449
C 200—399

3Perc.ntag.. are based on the rngnber who had both PAT and CEER Scores. Totals do not / ~~
‘

include those with missing scores.
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4 TABLE 14 A -

- - FULLY EXAMINED CANDIDATES
(Evaluated Using CEER)

CEER -

A B C
575 520 200 Total

A
450 977 (40.1%) 573 (23.5%) 491 (20.1%) 2041

B
400 119 (4.9%) 59 (2.4%) 40 (1.6%) 218

200 100 (4.1%) 46 (1.9%) 34 (1.4%) 180

I’
Total 1196 678 565 2439 -s

I
‘I

TABLE 1413

- 
FU LLY EXAMI NED CANDIDATES 4
(Evaluated Using ItCEER) -

- —~~ 
•1•

ACEER

A B C
- - 575 520 200 Total

A - ‘
• 450 413 (41.5%) 264 (26.5%) 156 (15.7%) 833

B I400 49 (4.9%) 22 (2.2%) 15 (1.5%) 86

- 5

C -~~

200 32 (3.2%) 26 (2.6%) 19 (1.9%) 77 •~-.

Total 494 312 190 996

I

I
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TABLE 15* I
FU LLY l:XANINEIJ AND MEDICALLY QUALIFIED CAND IL ’ATI ~~’ “

(Evaluated Using Cl:Fl~)

0121- N

A B C
575 520 200 Total

A
450 ‘1’ (41.0%) 5 3t’ (.13.~’*) 450 (.‘0 . 1%) 1903

8
400 104 (4.6%) 52 (.‘ . 3 % )  34 (1.5%) 1”0

200 84 (3.8%) 3t• (1.6%) .‘5 (1.1%) 145

Total 1105 t’24 50’) .‘.‘36

TABLE 156

FULLY UXANINED AND MEDICALLY QUALIFIED CANDIDATES
(Evaluated Using AcEER) •

P.011- 6

A It ~‘ 1 :1

575 ~20 ~ •10 Total

A
450 389 (43.2%) .‘33 (25.9*) 140 (15.5*) 762 3

B
400 44 ( 4 . 9 % )  18 (2 .0*)  14 ( 1 . 6 % )  —

C
200 27 (3.0*) .‘l ( 2 . 3 % )  15 (1. 7%) (‘3

Total 460 2 7 2  169 “01

18 
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( TABLE 16)1

AI*IITTED CLASS
(Evaluated Using CEER)

CEE R

A C
575 520 200 Total

A
450 543 (52.3%) 275 (26.5%) 159 (15.3%) 977

400 46 (4.4%) 6 (0.6%) 1 (0.1%) 53

C - :
200 6 (0.6%) 1 (0.1%) 1 (0.1%) 8

Total 595 282 161 1038

TABLE 1613

P.I)MITTF.D CLASS
(Evaluated Using ACEER)

ACEER

A B C -
~~~

• 520 200 Total

A

B
- -

- 400 19 (4.8*) 4 ( 1.0%) 1 (0.3 %) 24 -

C
200 2 (0.5%) 0 0 2

Total 238 111 44 393 
—

L 

450 217 (55.2%) 107 (27.2%) 43 (10.9%) 367 

j
~~

__ff 
ft .~~~~~ 7 1 S . it R1~~~~~~ 

-

~~~~~
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TABLE l7A

‘- IDECLiNERS
(Evaluated Using CF.ER)

01:1- K

A 1% C
575 520 .‘00 Total

A
450 247 (67 .9%) 59 ~~~ 2%) 36 ( 9 . 9 % )  34 .2

H
400 17 ( 4 . 7% )  3 (0. 8%)  0 20

0
200 .1 (0 . 5% ) 0 0 .2

Total 2’6 6 . 2  3~’ 3•4

TABLE ~~~~~ 
- 

- - 

)
DECLINERS

(Evaluated Using ACEER)

ACEER

A 13 0
575 520 200 Total

A
450 121 (66.5%) 4 (18.7%) 14 (7.7%)

B
400 7 (3.8%) 3 (1.6%) 1 (0.5%) 11

•
~
. C

200 2 ( 1.1%) 0 0 2

Total 130 37 15 182 •

D L
-~‘1~~
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TABLE 18)1

FULLY QUALIFIED 132T NOT AIX4ITTEL)
(Evaluated Using cEER)

CI:Ek

A B C
575 520 200 Total

450 (‘3 ( 2 8 . 5 % )  117 ( 5 2 . 9 % )  29 ( 13 . 1%)  209

400 5 ( 2 . 3 % )  7 ( 3 .2 % )  0 12
: ‘

200 0 0 0 0

Total 68 124 29 221 4

( ~ TABLE 188

FULLY QUALW IED BUT NOT ADMITTED
(Evaluated Using ACEER)

ACF.ER . 1 -

A B C
575 520 200 Total -

A
450 26 (29 .9%)  50 ( 5 7 . 5 % )  6 (6 .9%) 82

B I
400 4 (4.6%) 0 0 4 -

200 0 1 (1.1%) 0 1

I
Total 30 51 6 87 4

I

~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~ ~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~ 
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TABLE 19)1

MINORITY CANDIDATES
(Evaluated Using CEER) $

CEER

A B C
575 520 200 Total

A
450 51 (13.2%) 84 (21.8%) 184 (47.8%) 319

B
400 6 ( 1 . 6 %)  11 ( 2 . 9 % )  19 ( 4 . 9 % )  36 • —

- -~

200 6 (1.6%) 5 (1.3%) 19 (4.9%) 30

Total 63 100 222 385

PAT Missing 19 8 101

TABLE 1913

MINORITY CANDIDATES
(Evaluated Using ACEER)

L 

ACEER

A B C
575 520 200 Total

A
450 25 (15.8%) 30 (19.0%) 71 (44.9%) 126

B
400 3 ( 1.9%) 1 (0.6%) 7 ( 4 . 4 % )  11

~~~~~C
200 3 (1 .9% ) 3 ( 1.9%) 15 (9 .5%)  21

Total 31 34 93 158 •
PAT Missing 3 5 27

U

22
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TABLE 20A

BLACK CADETS IN THE CLASS CF 1979
(Evaluated Using CEER)

A B C
575 520 20 0 Total

450 
~ (o.8%) 23 (37 .7%) 9 (47.5*) 58

B
400 0 1 (1.6%) 0 1 -

200 1 (1.6%) 1 (1.6%) 0 2

Total 7 25 29 61

H
TABLE 2013

BLACK CADETS IN THE CLASS OF 1979 - 
-

(Evaluated Using ACEER)

ACEE R I

A B C
575 520 200 Total —

A
450 4 (16.0%) 11 (44.0%) 10 (40.0%) 25 3

-~

400 0 0 0 0

~~~~~
. 

~
. C

200 0 0 0 0

11Total 4 11 10 25 1

23 
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TABLE 21)1 .:~MINORITY CADETS OTHER THAN BLACKS -

(Evaluated Using CEER)

t -
-

CEER

A B C
575 520 200 Total

A
450 14 (43.8%) 9 (28.1%) 5 (15.6%) 28

400 3 (9.4%) 0 0 3

C
200 0 0 1 (3.1%) 1 - - 

- - -

Total 17 9 6 32 - —

I 
- 

— •

- ~-- ~~~
- -

TABLE 2113

MINORITY CADETS OTHER THAN BLACKS
(Evaluated Using AcEER)

ACEER

- t  A B C
575 520 200 Total

450 7 (50.0%) 4 (28.6%) 2 (14.3%) 13

400 0 0 1 (7.1%) 1

-
~ ~. C

200 0 0 0 0

Total 7 4 3 14

• U
24

- ‘-~~~~ 
• ‘-7 ~~-

‘ - - - -

L ~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~ 
--— -~~~--- 

- - -
~
- - -



— ~~~—
--“-— — •—‘— —‘--- “‘— -—~~ • --—- -.--‘ 

_ _ _ _

- ~~~~~~~~~ --—---  -

~ I (, TABLE 22A

USMAPS GRADUATE S IN THE CLASS OF 1979
— 

- (Evaluated Using CEER)

CEER

7 . 
A B C

575 520 200 Total

A
450 73 (35.4%) 72 (35.0%) 59 (28.6%) 204

B
400 2 (1.0%) 0 0 2

C
200 0 0 0 0

Total 75 72 59 206

‘1:

TABLE 22 13

USMAPS GRADUATES IN THE CLASS OF 1978
(Evaluated Using ACEER)

ACEER

A B C I 
-

575 520 200 Total

A 
-
•

450 0 3 (60.0%) 2 (40.0%) 5 - -

B 
-•

— 400 0 0 0 0

C
200 0 0 0 0

Total 0 3 2 5

1,

25 
4

~ 
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TABLE 23)1

RECOGNIZED ATHLETES IN TUE CLASS OF 1979 -‘
(Evaluated Using CEER)

CEER

A B C
575 520 200 Total

A
450 94 (34 .1%) 83 (30.1%) 90 (32.6% ) 267

B - -: -5
400 5 (1.8%) 2 (0 .7%) 0 7

0. C 
- •

200 1 (0.4%) 0 1 (0 .4%) 2

Total 99 86 91 276

- 
-~~~ ‘

-

- .~.

~~ -

•

TABLE 2313

RECOGNIZED ATHLETES IN THE CLASS OF 1979
(Evaluated Using ACEER)

ACEER

A B C
575 520 200 Total

A
450 44 (42.3%) 32 (30.8%) 24 (23.1%) 100

B
400 0 2 (1.9%) 1 ( 1.0%) 3

C
200 1 (1.0%) 0 0 1

Total 45 34 25 104
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